
Michael Charles Miller 
525 Cole Street 
Apamnent 7 
San Francisco. CA 94 1 1 7 

Comrmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington. D.C. 20541 

Dwr Conmussloner Mchad J. Copps 

Thousands of American conswners have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Please. remember your charter firom the Umted States Congress and stop spending your time and our money 
protectmg billiomre boys club m e h r s  while you ignore the abuses of the P-U-B-L-IC airwaves1 

Enough IS enough! No nmre 'protection' of the corporate citizens at the expense of the actual htmun bruigh 
who pay for your salary. your enforcement acts and soon, give up any access at all to the very public spectrum 
you are charged to protect 

Remember the public. We, alone, own the airwaves, own the cable rights-of-way, own the satellite Imks. diid 

we. alone, are the true clients of the FCC. 

Sincerely. 

Mlchel Charles MllleI 

1 
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November 2, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communleatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, W 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlehael Copps 

I am wrtlng to volce my opposMlon to any FCGmandabd adopnon of "broadcast flag" technology b r  dlgltnl televlslon AS a 
consumer and ctlzen. I feel otmngly that such 8 polky wauld be bad b r  I nnmthn ,  Eonsumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DTV 

A robust, competlttde m a w  for consumer elcclronles must be rooted In manuhctumn' ablltty to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allewlng movle studlos to vetc features of DTV-reeeptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tcll technologlns 
what new producb they can create Thls Wlll mult In pmducb that don't neeessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and M could result In me belng charged more money lor Inferior functloneltty 

If the FCC Issue9 a broadcast flag mandats. I w u l d  actunlly be less llkely to maka an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlprnent I Wlll not pay more b r  dwlces that llmtt my rlghte at the behast of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast nag technology for dlgltal blevlmlon Thank you b r  your t h e  

Slncerely 

Mlchael Deskevlch 
500 Lashley St Unll37 
Longmont, CO 80501 
USA 



ShawnK Quinn 
10377 Briar Forest 
Houstor~ TX 77042 

Commissioner Michael I. Cows 
Federal C o n d c a t i o n s  Comrnsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressedtheir opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I a m  writing to join them As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean 1 am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside its 
proper role It is not the FCCs place to effemvely choose the software licenses or computer operating systenls 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on theu computers. 

Addtiomlly, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer proganuners and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demcdulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
commurucations techniques used by television. 

As an aspiring screenwriter and movie producer, this directly impacts my business. Open source software LS 

more reliable and fiiendier to my wallet and I find it quite offensive that I may be bullied in10 spending mole 
money on software that does less. Worse. the broadcast flag may well help Microsoft continue their de facto 
nlompoly position, which is certainly not inthe best interests of a sizeable proportion of computer users. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became dgital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television progrmung,  not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, c o m m r s  will be less inclined to invest III the equipment to view digtal television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of didtal television in addition to making it illegal to 

watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. It is simply not in the best 
interests of the public. 

Sincerely. 

Shawn K Quinn 

1 



Justin Weber 
1193 Dnver Place 
Wescosville, PA 18106 

Conmissioner Mchael J. Copps 
Federal Cornmumcations Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Conlrmssioner Michael J. Copps 

Dear FCC, 

The Umverwl StitQos vs. BetaMax lawsuit dictated that just because it is possible to i&mge copyrights with 
d tbvice did nor call for an outright ban of that technology. VCR's revolutionized the way amerlcans watch 
T V  and enhance our life. With busy life styles it becomes impossible to imagine laws and regulations on 
tlmcshifing. My faith in lawmaking bodies is very hint. Prove me wrong. Thanks for your tune. 

Sincerely 

Justin Weber 

1 



R&rt Kroker 
4519N. Gove 
Tacoma. WA 98407 

Commissioner Michael I. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. Nw 
Washington, D C. 20554 

Dear Comnussioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thotlsands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them. As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outslde its 
propzr rde. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer opzrating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is whar makes open-source s o h e  able to compete in the marketplace, 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digml 
conunumcations techniques use4 by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became &@tal. viewers would be able to do more with 
television proganmng:, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
dhle to watch TV. consumzrs will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to malung it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television tiansition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Open souse software is a way of life for many programmers. Programmers like me! I don't even mnd if some 
cony-my takes my software and uses it to make a profit or generate r e v h e .  I do have a problem with some 
one telling me I cannot use my skills and abilities to aid others and to contribute to the entertainment of all 
mank~nd. I don't think we would be too well off If Davinci was not allowed to share his visions. In h s  way I 
thnk th is  would severly damage the entertainment indusny. Please rethink th~s decision. and Tell the 
entertainment producers that they need to provide for their viewers and not limit them 

Sincerely. 

Kobert Kroker 

1 
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Nwember I, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Fedaral Cornmunlcatbns Commlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Capps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposbn  b any FCCmandated adoptlon ol "broadcast flag" technology Tor dlgh l  televlslon As a 
consumer and ctlzen, I reel strongly that such a polky would be bad tor Innevetlon. consumer rlghts and the ultlmste 
adoptlon of D N  

A robust compettlve market for consumer electronlcs must be rooted In manuhcturen' abllNy to Innovate tor thelr 
customen Allowlng movk studlei M veto features or DN-reeeptlon equipment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsto 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In products that don't necersarlly rerlect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged more money tor Inlerlor runctlonallty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be leas llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvers 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more (or dwlcea that llmn my rlghts at the behest of HollyWood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d l g k l  televlabn Thank you (or your tlme 

Slncerely 

Rouben Tchakhmakhtchlan 
809-5 Brockley D r k  
Scarborough, ON MIP 3J2 
Canada 



November 1, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Federal Communkatlons Commlaalon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated adoptlon ol"broadcaatrlag" technology ror dlgltal televlslon k a 
consumer and cltlzen. I ?eel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innowtlon, consumer rlghts and the ultlmate 
adoptlon a( D l V  

A robust compettthre market for conmumer elemnks must be rooted In manuhcturen' abllb to Innovate rar their 
curtomen Allavlng mwle ttudlos to veta hatures ol DN-receptk,n equlpment wlll enable the ttudbs to rcll technologlstD 
what new produeh they can creak Thls wlll result In produets that don't necersarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and lt could niult In me belng charged mom money for lnbrlor functlonsllty 

I7 the FCC Issues a broadcast 7189 mandate I would actually be leas Ilkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recehrers 
and other equlpment I wlll n d  pay more (or devlees that llmlt my rlghta at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast riag technology for dlgltPI televlalon Thank you for your tlmc 

Slncerely, 

Rouben Tchskhmakhtchlan 
809-5 Brockley Drhre 
Scarborough, ON M1P 3J2 
Canada 



Robert M Lofius 
20825 Hillside Drive 
Topanga CA 90290 

Conmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
44s 12th street, Nw 
Washiwon. D.C. 20554 

D m  Comnussioner Michael J. Copps. 

Thousands of American c o n s m r s  have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flap 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside its 
prop- role It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consunlers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

A t l t l i ~ i o ~ l l y .  atlq>bon of the broadcast flag will hami innovation. Many users of open-source software are 
computer progranmlers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their conaibutions and constim7 
innovauon is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban gen-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nmdulators and demodulators. preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
ci~nummcations techtuques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility inthe ways constmius art  
able to watch lV, consu~ne~s will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digtal television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to malung it illegal t o  
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promoie the digtal television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Si n e r d  y . 

Roben M Loftus 

1 



Comnussioner Mchael I. Copps 
Federal C o r n c a t i o n s  Commission 
445 12th street, N w  
Washingfon D.C 20554 

Mark Rosenthal 
62 Walnut St. 
Arlington MA 02476 

Dear Conmissioner Michael J. Copps 

Thousands of Anwican consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption ofa  
"hi oadcast flag". 1 am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean 1 am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoptlon of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users ofopen-source software ilte 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation IS what makes open-source software able to compete inthe marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
niodulators and demcdulators. preventing opensource programmers from innovating UJ field of digital 
conuniuucations techtuques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television proganmung, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consuniers air 
able to watch TV. constuners will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view tligrtal television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to &mg it dlegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digtal television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Mark Roszntbal 

1 



Daniel Garcia 
2002AIRLINEmm 1011 
Corpus Christi, TX 7841 2 

Comnussioner Michael I. Cows 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Wdshngton. D.C. 20554 

D w  Comnussioner Michael I. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will lnake the FCC stml for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside its 
proper role. It I S  not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systrnls 
[hat consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on them computers. 

Additionally, adoptlon of the broadcast flag will h a m  innovation. Many users of open-source software ale 
computer p r o p m m r s  and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will baa open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
rnotlulators and demodulators, preventing opnsource programmers from movating in field of digjtal 
c~~mrntmcations techtuques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
television propatnming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consuniers iue 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addiuon to making it illegal to 

watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

51 ncerel y , 

Dmel Garcia 

1 



Joseph Corneli 
3007 C Fruth St 
Austin, TX 78705 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal C o m u c a t i o n s  Commission 
44s 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 205W 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

This is the most important thing. and you've seen it before: 

As a user of Free software. adoption of the broadcast flag will mean I am unable to receive digital televlsion 
broadcasts on my computer. 

That wouldn't be mcell 

Sincere1 y . 

Joseph Comeli 

1 



Brenno de Wmer 
Amsterdamseweg 7 1 
6712GHEDE 
THENETHERLANDS 

Commissioner Mchael J. Copps 
Federal Communicabons Commission 
445 12th street, Nw 
Washiwon, D.C. 20554 

Dear Conlnussioner Michael I. Copps. 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I a m  witing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer C o m l "  which IS outside its 
propr role. It I S  not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software l i m e s  or computer operating systenls 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource softwar are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplaoe. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
niotlulators and demodulators, preventlng opensource programmers from movaung in field of digital 
cornmumcations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assunled that when television teecame digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television propunming. not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption ofthe broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Brenm de Winter 

1 



November 2, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlthael J copps 
Federal Communlcatlons comrnlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear MIchaeI Copps 

I am wrRlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmsndated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology lor dlgRal televlslon AS a 
consumer and cRlzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad for Innowtlon. consumer rlghts. and the ultlmate 
adoptlon et DTV 

A robud, compettth'e mar@ b r  consumer elactronks musl be rooted In manuhcturers' ablltty to lnnonte b r  thelr 
customers Allowlng mwle studlos to veto features ol DN-receptlon aqulpment wlll enable the studbs to tell technologlsh 
what new produm they can create Thls wlll result In produrn that don't neccssarlly reflect wh i t  consumers I l k  me 
actually want, and R could reiult In me belng charged more money b r  lnferlor lunctlonalt@ 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandata. I would actually be less Ilkely to make an Investment In DTV-capable recetvers 
and other aqulpment I wlll not pay more for devlcaa that llmn my rlghts at the behest ol Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology b r  dlghl televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

Danlel Durkes 
1275 Thlrd Street 
West Lafayette IN 47906 
USA 
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November 2, 2003 

Cornmlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Cornmunlcatlons Comrnlaslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposltlon to any FCCmandated ndoptlon ol"bmadcastfleg" technology for dlghl televlslon As a 
consumer and eltlzen. I feel strongly that such a pollcy w u l d  be b i d  (or Innomtion, consumer rlghts end the ultlmate 
adoptlon ol DTV 

A robust competkke market for conaumer electmnlcs mun be rooted In manuhcturem' ablllry to Innovate (or their 
customers Allowlng mwb 9tudlor to veto fedurns ol DN-nceptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlor to tell technologlns 
what new product9 they can create Thls wlll result In produets that don't neectsirlly reflect what consumers Ilke me 
actually want, and It could result In me balng charged mere money (or lnlerlor functlonaltty 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate I would actually be less likely to make an Investment In DN-capable recehrs 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmn my rlghta at the behest of Hollywood Plea38 do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgttal televlslon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely, 

John Lourenco 
4711 S Elm Ave 
Fresno, CA 93706 
USA 



November 2, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J copps 
Feuera tommunlcatlons Commlsalon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngten. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrltlng to wlce my opposRlon to any FCCmandeted edoptlon al"broadcndfleg" technology for dlgltol televlslon AS a 
consumer and cttlren, I feel strongly thet such e polley would be bmd for Inncmtton, consumer rlghta, and the ultimate 
adnptlon of D N  

A robust. cnmpetlthe market for consumer eleetronles mub be rooted In manufacturers' abllltj to Innovate forthelr 
customen Allnwlng movle 9tuUlor to veto features of DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlns 
what new producta they can create ~ h l s  WIII result In products that don't neccssarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and It could result In me belng charged mom money for In(srlorfundon8lRy 

I f  the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be less llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recelvcrs 
and Other equlpment I wlll net pay mora lor devlcea that llmk my rlghtn at the bahest of Hollywood Please do nat mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dbltnl televIalon Thank you for your t h e  

Slncerely 

Jacquelene Steele 
1695 Broadway 0102 
Ann Arbor, MI 48105 
USA 



Jamie Lynn Crawford 
HC 73 Box 1727 
BIyants Store, KY 40921 

Cmmussioner Mchael I Cows 
Federal Commmcations Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael I. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumen have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption ofa 
"broadcast flag". I am witing to jointhem As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will d e  the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadwst on their computers. 

Adtiitionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will ham innovation. Many users of open-source software are 
computer progranmxxs and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their oonwibutions and constant 
innovatwn is what nukes open-source software able to compete inthe marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementauons of VSB and QAM 
nlotlulators am1 demodulators, preventing opensource programmers h m  innovating in field of digital 
conummcations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television b e c m  digital. viewers would be able to do m r e  with 
television programnung, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, consumers wlll be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digtal television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal t o  
watch digital television on a compmer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
pronxlte the hgital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Janue Lynn Crawford 

1 



Jack Senechal 
3 11 Modord Ave 
Asbeville. NC 28801 

Comssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Wastungton D.C. 20554 

Dear Comssioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American constmers have  already expressedtheir opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag" I a m  wlting to join them As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I ani unable to receive distal television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is otttsitle its 
proper role. It I S  not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systeim 
That consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption ofthe broadcast 5ag will harm innovation Many users of opensource software are 
compirter programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovauon is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nmdulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
conlnlunications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new p r o d m  and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, consutners will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag IS likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
pioniote the tlrgtal television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Jack Senechal 

1 



Michael Newman 
150 1 Lehigh Ave. 
LoraiqOhio 44052 

Commissioner Michael J. Cows 
Fedenl Communications Commission 
44s 12th street. Nw 
Washiiqton, D.C. 20554 

D a r  Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a wer of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will nmke the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outslde its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenls 
thin constuners must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will barm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their conuibutions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAh4 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers kom innovating in field of diptal 
commmcations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television becanu: digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television progmnming. not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch N, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to malung it illegal to  
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the thgjtal television transition by oppxing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Si nerel y . 

Michael Newman 

1 



John Borchardt 
3 14 S. Prairie St. 
Champaign, IL 61820 

Comrmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th s e t  Nw 
Washmgton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I a m  witing to join them. As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I ani unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems that 
consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
coniputer progrdnuners and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-some software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers fkom innovating in field of digtal 
commmcations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television k a m e  digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
television propanmung. not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to &g it  illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

John Borchardt 
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Ashley Bone 
2710 S. Adam Street 
A r l i n g t O Q  VA 22206 

Comnussioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Commmcations Comrmssion 
44.5 12th Street. NW 
Wahngron. D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American  consume^^ have  already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
“broadcast flag”. I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will d e  the FCC stand for “Federal Computer Control” which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digiml television broadma on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software ale 
computer programmers and “tinkerers” who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implemntations of VSB and QAM 
modlllators and demodulators, preventing open-source programmers fiom innovating in field of chgital 
conunwcations techmques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed tbat when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV. consumen will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch dig~tal television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to  
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Ashley Bone 
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Alan Deger 
280 London Ave 
Lafaye-lte. CO 80026 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street. Nw 
Washmgton. D.C. 20S.M 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American m n s ~  have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast tlag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside Its 
proprr role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Addmonally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation IS what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of di@tal 
commiltllcations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, consmrs will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore., the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the dptal  television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Alan Deger 
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November 1, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 12th Street NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps. 

I am wrtlng to Mlce my oppostlon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology lor d l g h l  televlslon As a 
consumer and CRIzen, I feel strongly that Ouch a polley would be bad lor  Innwatlon, consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoptlon of DN 

A robust competttke market for consumer electronics must be rooted In manufacturers' abllky to Innovate for thelr 
customers Allowlng movle StudlOS to veto features d DN-receptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell technologlsts 
what new products they can create Thla wlll result In produes that don't necesaarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually want, and n could reault In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functlonalky 

I? the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate, I would acWally be less Ilkbly to makb an lnwstment In DN-capable recabm 
and other equlpment I wlll not pay more lor devices that llmk my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology lor  d!gttal tslevhlon. Thank you tor your tlme 

Slncerely 

Mlchael Bond 
12689 La Salk 8r 
Conroe, TX 77304 
USA 



Michael D. Stemle Jr. 
180R Rebecca dr. 
Champaign, IL 61821 

Commissioner Mchael J. Copps 
Federal Commmcations Commission 
44.5 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broadcaa flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which IS  outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will ham innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Theu contributions and constant 
innovanon is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
niodulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers fivm innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television b e c m  digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consunlers are 
able to watch TV, consuoytrs will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digtal television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

NOT ONLY THAT, but when GOVERNMENT begins restricting the r ights of their constituants, we move 
fkom bemg a t?ee society to k ing  an one. Just because businesses want it. does not meant that it is a 
good idea. Thank you. 

- M~chael D. Stemle. Jr. 

Sincerely. 

Michael D. Stemle Jr. 
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Christopher Lloyd Flesner 
1455 E Rochelle Ave Apt 52 
Las Vegas, N V  891 15 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thou& of American consuu~.rs have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flay 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Fedeml Computer Control" whch is outside its 
prnwr rnlr. It I <  nnt the  FCCk plaw tn effectively chmw tho qntlware Iicmw9 o r  cnmpllter npraring  9y9tmis 

that wnsurners must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their mntributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace 

'The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nlodidators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digjtal 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV, COIIS~~XZS will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opn-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
pronmte the digital television transition by opposing adoption ofthe broadcan flag. 

Sincerely. 

Christopher Lloyd Flesner 
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November 1, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Commlsslon 
445 IZth Street, NW 
Washlngton. D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrklng to valce my OPposMOn to  any FCt-mandated adoptlon of "broadcast flag" technology b r  d l g b l  telwlslon AS a 
consumer and cRIzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad b r  Innoyptlon, consumer rlghn, and the ultlmate 
sdoptlon d D N  

A robust, competitke marMbrconaumerelectronlcr must be rooted In manuhcturen' ablltfy to Innovate for thelr 
customen Allowlng movie studlor b veto h t u r e r  of DW-nceptlon equlpment wlll enable the studlos to tell teennologists 
what new produrn they can create Thl l  wlll result In produets that don't neecsiarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
actually wsnt, and It could result In me belng charged more money for Inferlor functhnaltfy 

If the FCC Issues a broadcast flag mandate. I would actually be le18 llkely to make an Investment In DN-capable recebrs 
and other equlprnent I wlll not pay more for devlces that llmit my rlghta at the behest d Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for dlgRal televlslon Thank you for your tlme 

Slncerely, 

BenJamln Kerensa 
405 Valencla Street 
Apt 308 
San Franchco, CA 94103 
USA 


